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1.3.2 Presentation of Comments and Responses 

All comment letters received in regard to the Draft EIR are included, along with 

corresponding responses, in their entirety in Final EIR Section 3.0, Comments and 

Responses. 

 

1.4  LEAD AGENCY AND POINT OF CONTACT 

The Lead Agency for the Project and EIR is the City of Victorville. Any questions or 

comments regarding the preparation of this document, its assumptions, or its 

conclusions, should be referred to:  

 

City of Victorville  

14343 Civic Drive 

Victorville, California 92393 

Contact Person: Mike Szarzynski, Senior Planner 

 

1.5 PROJECT SUMMARY 

The following information is summarized from the Project Description in the Draft EIR.  

For additional detail in regard to Project characteristics and Project-related 

improvements, along with analyses of the Project’s potential environmental impacts, 

please refer to Draft EIR Sections 3.0 and 4.0, respectively. 

 

1.5.1 Project Location  

The Project site is located at the southwesterly corner of the US-395/Palmdale Road (SR-

18) intersection, in the City of Victorville (City).1 US-395 and SR-18 at this location 

comprise the shared boundary between the City of Victorville and the City of Adelanto.  

 

1.5.2 Project Overview 
The proposed Desert Grove Retail Project (Project), including all proposed facilities, on- 

and off-site supporting improvements, and associated discretionary actions comprise the 

Project considered in this Environmental Impact Report (EIR). The Project proposes 

                                                 
1 The Project site borders an existing fast-food restaurant that is located at the southwest corner of the US-
395/SR-18 intersection. This existing fast-food restaurant is not a part of the Project. 
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Lahontan Regional Water Quality Control Board 

15095 Amargosa Road, Bldg. 2, Suite 210 

Victorville, CA 92394 

 

Letter Dated July 1, 2019 

 

Comment WQCB-1 

The California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Lahontan Region (Water Board) staff 

received the Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) for the above-referenced project (Project). 

The DEIR, prepared by the City of Victorville (City), was submitted in compliance with provisions 

of California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). Water Board staff, acting as a responsible 

agency, is providing these comments to specify the scope and content of the environmental 

information germane to our statutory responsibilities pursuant to CEQA Guidelines, California 

Code of Regulations (CCR), title 14, section 15096. We thank the City for providing Water Board 

staff the opportunity to review and comment on the DEIR and for taking our previous comments 

on the Notice of Preparation into consideration. We would like to reiterate the potential need of 

several permits including the Federal Clean Water Act (CWA) Section 401 Water Quality 

Certification and the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) General 

Construction Storm Water Permit. 

 

Response WQCB -1 

The City acknowledges and appreciates the commentor’s participation in the Project 

CEQA EIR review process.  

  

No revisions to the EIR are required. Findings and conclusion of the EIR are not affected. 

 
Comment WQCB-2 

A number of activities associated with the proposed Project have potential to impact waters of the 

State and, therefore, may require permits issued by the State Water Resources Control Board (State 

Water Board) or the Lahontan Regional Water Board. The required permits may include the 

following: 
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